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RESPONSE TO FIRST (NON-FINAL) OFFICE ACTION 
AND INTERVIEW SUMMARY 

Dear Sir: 

This Paper is submitted in response to the First (Non-Final) Office Action of June 18, 

2003. 

Please charge any additional fees associated with this paper to Deposit Account No. 50- 

1662. 
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This paper is accompanied by a Petition For a One Month Extension of Time, to extend 
the period for response to the aforementioned First Office Action to October 1 8, 2003, and the 
requisite fee of SI 10. This Petition Fee has been charged to Deposit Account No. 50-1662. As 
this First Office Action appears to be inadvertent, the Applicants respectfully request that this 
Petition Fee be credited back to Deposit Account No. 50-1662, if the aforementioned Deposit 
Account is charged for this paper. 



INTERVIEW SUMMARY 
The applicants thank the Supervisory Primary Examiner, Mr. William Cuchlinski, Jr. for 
the Telephonic Interview between himself and the undersigned attorney on October 9, 2002. In 
this Interview, it was explained that the Office Action of June 18, 2003 was inadvertent and a 
new Office Action or other paper would be issued in replacement. However, in order to prevent 
abandonment of the above-listed patent application, Mr. Cuchlinski requested that the 
undersigned attorney prepare a response to the Office Action of June 1 8, 2003. Accordingly, the 
applicants submit this paper with remarks responding to the Office Action of June 18, 2003. 
These remarks follow this Interview Summary, 



REMARKS 

Applicants submit the following remarks in Response to the First Office Action of June 
1 8, 2003 (hereinafter, the "Office Action"). It is respectfully asserted that this Office Action was 
inadvertently issued and should be withdrawn, and a new First and Non-final Office Action or 
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